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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment filed 10/1 1/2006 has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1, 10, 19, and 28 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1, 5-10, 14-19, 23-28, and 32-36 are now pending. 

4. The applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,5-10, 14-19, 23-28, and 32-36 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. A detailed discussion is set forth below. 

Response to Amendment 

5. Claims have been amended to show that the log is sent through the network access. The 
amendment proves a change in scope to the independent claims as the independent claims now 
explicitly state that sending the log of the monitored data through the network access. However, 
none of the amended claims show a patentable distinction over the prior art of record. Since 
some claims have been amended, the rejections of record will be restated below, taking into 
account the amendments. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The IDS filed 8/1 8/2006 has been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
nianner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 7, 8, 10, 16, 17, 19, 25, 26, 28, 34, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Miyachi (U.S. Patent Number 6,108,492) in view of Weiler et al. 
(U.S. Patent Number 6,026,380), hereinafter referred to as Weiler. 

9. Miyachi disclosed a multifunction peripheral that monitors and stores its status 
information and reports it to a host computer. In an analogous art, Weiler disclosed a method for 
recording usage information of a peripheral for accounting and billing purposes. 

10. Concerning claims 1, 10, 19, and 28, Miyachi did not explicitly state monitoring at least 
one of a sequence, timing, or frequency of selecting of the plurality of operations. Miyachi does 
teach monitoring selections of the operations at the operation panel. Clearly a multifunction 
peripheral such as Miyachi's must monitor user input at the operation panel in order to effectuate 
the proper operations requested by the user. However, Miyachi is not explicit on monitoring a 
more specific sequence, timing, or frequency of this user input. This type of monitoring of the 
peripheral's operation panel was well known in the art, though, as evidenced by Weiler whose 
system monitors certain sequences of input and also the timing of user input for controlling a 
peripheral device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the system of Miyachi by adding the ability to monitor at least 
one of a sequence, timing, or frequency of selecting of the plurality of operations as provided by 
Weiler. Here the combination satisfies the need for recording usage information in a peripheral 
device which is inexpensive to install, maintain, and repair. See Weiler, column 1, lines 26-28. 
This rationale also applies to those dependent claims utilizing the same combination. 
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1 1 . Some claims will be discussed together. Those claims which are essentially the same 
except that they set forth the claimed invention as a method, a computer program product, or an 
alternative system are rejected under the same rationale applied to the described claim. 

12. Line citations in the following section refer to Miyachi unless otherwise noted. 

13. Thereby, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler discloses: 
• <Claims 1, 10, 19,and28> 

A system comprising: an image forming device having network access (figure 1, MFP 
1 10a, and LAN 100 or PSTN 130) and including an operation panel, the operation panel 
comprising a plurality of operations to be selected by a user (column 5, lines 27-32); a 
monitoring unit configured to monitor data of selecting of the plurality of operations of 
the operation panel by the user, including monitoring at least one of a sequence, timing, 
or frequency of selecting of the plurality of operations, and to generate a log of the 
monitored data (column 5, lines 57-65 and Weiler, column 4, lines 48-63), the log of the 
monitored data being in a form of a map mapping each of key data in a key portion of the 
map to respective value data in a corresponding value data portion (columns 6-7, table 1); 
a communicating unit configured to receive the log of the monitored data, and to send the 
log of the monitored data through the network access (column 10, lines 36-42 and 58-65, 
and figure 2, items 210, 215, 260, and 265), and wherein the monitoring unit and 
communicating unit are self-contained in the image forming device prior to any initial 
external communication connection by the communication unit, and the monitoring unit 
is configured to generate the log of the monitored data without any initial external 
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communication connection by the communicating unit (figure 2, item 1 10a and column 5, 
lines 57-65). 

• <Claims 7, 16, 25, and 34> 

A system according to Claim 1 , wherein the key data and the value data in the map both 
contain string data (columns 6-7, table 1). 

• <Claims 8, 17, 26, and 35> 

A system according to Claim 7, wherein the value data portion includes plural vectors in 
which each vector includes an array of strings (columns 6-7, table 1). 

Since the combination of Miyachi and Weiler discloses all of the above limitations, claims 1, 7, 

8, 10, 16, 17, 19, 25, 26, 28, 34, and 35 are rejected. 

14. Claims 5, 6, 9, 14, 15, 18, 23, 24, 27, 32, 33, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Miyachi in view of Weiler, as applied above, further in view of 
Aikens et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,414,494), hereinafter referred to as Aikens. 

15. The combination of Miyachi and Weiler disclosed a multifunction peripheral that 
monitors and stores its status information and reports it to a host computer, including sequence, 
timing, or frequency inforrnation of user input. In an analogous art, Aikens disclosed a method 
for automatically notifying a remote device in response to certain machine conditions of a 
peripheral, 

16. Concerning claims 5, 6, and like claims, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler did not 
explicitly state such status conditions as a user exiting operation or a number of sessions to be 
executed. Miyachi sets forth a multitude of status conditions that are monitored by his 
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multifunction peripheral but the majority of them are directed to mechanical properties of the 
apparatus. However, Aikens does explicitly disclose the certain status conditions as claimed as 
his system is more focused on setting status conditions directly related to the user's session with 
the machine. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the combination of Miyachi and Weiler by adding the ability to 
utilize such status conditions as a user exiting operation or a number of sessions to be executed 
as provided by Aikens. Here the combination satisfies the need for the ability to quickly alert a 
technician at a remote location of a certain status of a peripheral. See Miyachi, column 3, lines 
35-42. 

17. Concerning claims 9 and like claims, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler did not 
explicitly state communicating the log of the monitored data by Internet mail. However, Aikens 
does explicitly disclose this feature as his system provides for the use of email between the 
peripheral and the remote location. Furthermore, it is noted that although Aikens does not 
explicitly state use of the Internet, the ability to transfer email over the Internet was well known 
at the time of the applicant's invention and it would have been a clear extension to the system of 
Aikens to simply send his email using the Internet. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the combination of 
Miyachi and Weiler by adding the ability to communicate the log of the monitored data by 
Internet mail as provided by Aikens. Again the combination satisfies the need for the ability to 
quickly alert a technician at a remote location of a certain status of a peripheral. See Miyachi, 
column 3, lines 35-42. 

18. Thereby, the combination of Miyachi, Weiler, and Aikens discloses: 
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• <Claims5, 14, 23, and 32> 

A system according to Claim 1, wherein the communicating unit sends the log of the 
monitored data when the user exits operating the image forming device (Aikens, column 
8, lines 24-31). 

• <Claims6, 15,24, and33> 

A system according to Claim 1, further comprising a setting unit configured to set a 
number of sessions of the image forming device to be executed by the user prior to the 
communicating unit communicating the log of the monitored data (Aikens, column 8, 
lines 24-31). 

• <Claims 9, 1 8, 27, and 36> 

A system according to any one of Claims 5-8, wherein the communicating unit 
communicates the log of the monitored data by Internet mail (Aikens, column 6, lines 33- 
41 and figure 5, items 1 1 and "Mail"). 

Since the combination of Miyachi, Weiler, and Aikens discloses all of the above limitations, 

claims 5, 6, 9, 14, 15, 18, 23, 24, 27, 32, 33, and 36 are rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

19, In the remarks, the applicant has argued: 

• <Argument 1> 

The combination of Miyachi and Weiler does not disclose the features of claim 1 because 
it does not disclose "an image forming device having network access" as recited in claim 
1. 
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• <Argument 2> 

The combination of Miyachi and Weiler does not disclose the features of claim 1 because 
it does not disclose "the monitoring unit is configured to generate the log of the 
monitored data without any initial external communication connection by the 
communicating unit" as recited in claim 1. 

• <Argument 3> 

The combination of Miyachi and Weiler does not disclose the features of claim 1 because 
it does not disclose "monitoring at least one of a sequence, timing, or frequency of 
selecting of the plurality of operations" as recited in claim 1 . 

20. In response to argument 1, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler does disclose the 
device having network access as recited in claim L Figure 1 of Miyachi clearly shows the MFP 

1 10a connected to a network (either LAN 100 or PSTN 130) via host 1 10b. Thus, the MFP 1 10a 
can in fact communicate with the network workstation 1 50 or the remote computer 170. The 
applicant's statement that the MFP "cannot directly communicate" with the workstation or 
remote computer is riot relevant as the claim only states that the device has network access. 

21 . In response to argument 2, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler does disclose 
generating the log as recited in claim 1 . The previous line citation to Miyachi, column 5, lines 
57-65, shows that the MFP's processor is responsible for monitoring conditions and updating the 
table. There is no mention of an external communication needed as the MFP's processor is 
present within the MFP. The applicant's statement that the MFP can only send status data if a 
host request is made is not relevant as sending the data is different from monitoring and logging 
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the data. The applicant points to the request step 570 in figure 5, but should note the monitoring 
and logging steps 520, 530, and 540 that take place separately. 

22. In response to argument 3, the combination of Miyachi and Weiler does disclose 
monitoring at least one of a sequence, timing, or frequency of selecting of the plurality of 
operations as recited in claim 1 . The previous line citation to Weiler, column 4, lines 48-63, 
shows that usage information for the device is recorded by recording events based on user 
selection on the device. For example, the device uses input prompts responsive to the sequence 
of keys pressed. The device also monitors the timing of keys pressed by setting an expiration of 
time since the last keyboard input. 

23. In addition, the applicant has argued that claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103, but not 
explicitly discussed, are allowable based on the above arguments. Thus, claims disclosing 
similar limitations to the discussed claims and related dependent claims remain rejected under 
the same reasoning as presented above. 

Conclusion 

24. The applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in this 
office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). The 
applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 GFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Victor Lesniewski 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2152 





